NOXIOUS WEED MANAGEMENT
FYO08 REPORT

Prepared
by
Joe Weigand
Field Services Division

December 31, 2008

N Montana TFish,
| Wildlife R PariGs




ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The following contributors invested their time agffiort for accurate reporting of noxious weed

management activities in their Regions and Programs

Region 1
John Grant

Merl Phillips
Dave Landstrom

Region 2

Dave Dziak
Doug Frazier
Mike Hathaway

Region 3
Fred King
Fred Jacubowski
Todd Garrett
Lynette Kemp

Region 4
Ray Swartz

Mark Schlepp

Region 5

Cleve Schuster
Annie Hoffman
Jay Watson

Region 6
B.J. Kemp

Region 7

Dwayne Andrews

Helena HQ
Shelley Juvan
Bob Walker
Mike Burke
Steve Knapp
Steve Gilbert
Ray Paige
Allan Kuser

Ltah Seade Unlvoorsbty 22



TABLE OF CONTENTS

LIST OF FIGURES
Cover Photos:

Figure 1:

Figure 2:
Figure 3:
Figure 4:
Figure 5:

Figure 6:

EXECUTUVE SUMMARY ...t mmmm ettt 1
I (@ 1 L @ I [ ]\ PP 2
FISCAL YEAR 2008 NOXIOUS WEED MANAGEMENT .......occciiiiiiiiiiiieiiiiiin 3
Recreational Trailsand Off-Highway Vehicle Grant Programs..........ccccoeeveeeeeeeenn. 5
] =S Ao B o = o S 7
FAS INTEI NSNIP e e e e e e e e e e e e b aaee 7
Statewide I ntegrated Noxious Weed Management Plan ..........cccccevveiiieieeeeiiieeeeeennnns
Noxious Weed Management Advisory COMMITIEE........uuiiieriieieiiiiieeeeeeiiiiiiiin 8.
COoOrdiNAtOr UPAALe........vuveeeriiiiiiiee e e eeeeeee e eeeeeeeeete e s s s e e e e e e e e aeaeeeeeeennnnnnnnns 9..
Targeted GraziNng UPAaLe..........ueeuiiiiiiieie ettt e e e e e e e eeeeeeeeennanes
CONGCLUSION ...ttt e ettt e e e e aeeee e s e e e e e e eeeeeeees 10
LIST OF TABLES
Table 1: FYO08 OHV Program Grants that specificallyorporated weed
management methods.
Table 2: FWP Sikes Act dollars spent on noxioegdvcontrol projects in FYO08.

Dyers woad - Intensive localizedrédf have kept Dyers woad from
spreading across the state.

Rest-rotation grazing by cattle not ohglps improve range condition
and prevent noxious weed invasion, rest pasturesiqe valuable
wildlife forage and cover.

Volunteer weed pulls on State Parks ahdrd=WP sites are a valuable
outreach and education tool. They also kill weeds!

Flowering rush is becoming a major aquatic invaoleconcern in the
Flathead Lake and River system.

Responsible ATV and OHV use is critioat preventing the spread of
noxious weeds.

Fish, Wildlife and Parks completed itestficomprehensive statewide
weed management plan in June 2008.

Effective aquatic and terrestrial weed managemeriWP properties,
such as on Freezeout Wildlife Management Areaiitical for preserving
quality wildlife habitat.

LIST OF APPENDICES

Appendix A:  FY08 Weed Management Summary

Appendix B:  FYO7 Weed Management Summary

Appendix C:  Region 1 - FY08 Noxious Weed Managenkatort
Appendix D:  Region 2 - FY08 Noxious Weed Managenieport
Appendix E:  Region 3 - FY08 Noxious Weed Managenf&syiort
Appendix F:  Region 4 - FY08 Noxious Weed Managenkatort
Appendix G:  Region 5 - FY08 Noxious Weed Managenk&gport
Appendix H:  Region 6 - FY08 Noxious Weed Managenigport
Appendix I: Region 7 - FY08 Noxious Weed Managenieaport
Appendix J:  Parks Division SABHRS Documented Weggddaditures
Appendix K:  Montana Weed Laws and Regulations

Appendix L:  Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks NoxtoWeed Management Advisory

Committee Charter



EXECUTUVE SUMMARY

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks (FWP) owns, leaseanages, or holds in conservation

easement about 610 sites across the state andpisnsble for noxious weed management on
over 366,000 acres. These sites include 35 admaihie sites, 360 fisheries sites, 88 state park
sites, and 12Wildlife sites (2007 Lands Book).

In Fiscal Year 2008 (FY08), active integrated weeahagement activities took place on over

6,663 acres, and more than 126 biological contisédt releases occurred on infested areas.
FWP personnel also assisted counties with inséeages on lands surrounding FWP-owned or
managed properties.

During FY08, FWP expended over $335,671 for ongtmind weed control efforts. An
additional $263,212 was spent on weed education @utdeach, grants, and other weed
management activities. These figures may not delall personnel time and effort spent on
fieldwork, reporting, weed plan preparation, coatsaetc. As such, all expenditures reported in
this document are minimum expenditures. Parksdiimi accounting records (SABHRS) of
weed management expenditures are included in Appehd Regional breakdown of weed
expenditures can be found in Appendix K. Becausth® highly invasive nature of noxious
weeds, FWP’s annual weed control expenditures Heaen increasing and typically exceed
proposed budgets.

FWP completed its Statewide Integrated Noxious Wdadagement Plan in June 2008. The
plan was developed to replace and supercede Rédiand’ear Management Plans, bringing
continuity and consistency to agency weed managenteegional Implementation Plans will be
developed during FY09/10. Although each Regiorettgsed Environmental Assessments at the
time of their original Weed Management Plans, a M&PA document/environmental review
for FWP weed management related activities wilbdde completed in FY09/10.

FWP owns and manages less than one-half of onemteot all lands in Montana, yet spends
over half of a million dollars annually, not inciad staff time, for weed management on FWP-
owned and managed land. In addition to nearly $88¥ spent directly on FWP department
weed management activities in FY08, a total of lyeByur million in sportsmen’s dollars is
provided annually to private landowners throughBhleck Management Program for use in farm
and ranch operations, which may include weed manage activities. In FY08, FWP paid
$184,448 in Block Management Weed Incentive Paysmentooperators for private land weed
control. In addition to FWP funding sources, ngare million dollars in federal trails project
grant funding were available through FWP in FYO&ederal trails projects require weed
management plans to be in place and frequentlydech weed control component. The Sikes
Act resulted in $16,000 in FWP funds being matchvitth $77,000 in federal funds for habitat
improvements and weed management on federal landsmtana.

In total, FWP had a potential fiscal-year impacbweér $5 million state and federal dollars being
made available for private and public land weed agament and related activities.

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks
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INTRODUCTION

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks (FWP) owns, leaseanages, or holds in conservation
easement about 610 sites across the state andpisnsgble for noxious weed management on
over 366,000 acres. These sites include 35 admatige sites, 360 fisheries sites, 88 state park
sites, and 12wildlife sites (2007 Lands Book).

In Fiscal Year 2008 (FY08), active integrated weegihagement activities took place on over

6,663 acres, and more than 126 biological contiekct releases occurred on infested areas.
FWP personnel also assisted counties with inséeages on lands surrounding FWP-owned or
managed properties. Typically, long-term weed @drduccess is neither a rapid nor a readily

observable development, yet FWP strives for lomgitsuccess and uses available tools to
manage noxious weeds.

Figure 1. Rest-rotation grazing by cattle not only helps improve range condition
and prevent noxious weed invasion, rest pastures provide valuable wildlife forage
and cover.

For the majority of FWP sites, on-the-ground weedtil is accomplished via contract with
county weed districts or private contractors. #es, spraying is subcontracted through the
counties with private contractors. To supplememttiacted weed control efforts FWP utilized
nearly 50 employees licensed by the Departmentgoicalture for herbicide application at FWP
sites in FY08. FWP also has a staff member asdigtaewide weed management coordination
duties as well as an Aquatic Invasive Species Goator. The weed management coordinator
assists managers with reporting weed managemaenitiaston FWP lands and acts as a liaison
between FWP and other state agencies, county wistdctd/boards, noxious weed control
organizations, educators, and the general public.

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks
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How noxious weed control is addressed on FWP-mahages depends on various factors.
Some sites are groomed, such as mowed lawns, andodwoequire chemical application.
Decisions are influenced by such factors as aessheiroximity to neighbors, potential weed
transfer, and weed efforts of adjacent landownéds. other areas, such as expansive Wildlife
Management Areas, weed establishment is determedigh managing range and vegetative
health with rest-rotation livestock grazing systems

Sites like Fishing Access Sites require careful ag@ment because they are inherently
associated with water. Soil type, slope, ripakiagetation, water table, and proximity to surface
water can limit the use of chemicals at these sif&lso, some of these sites are remote, poorly
developed, and have poor access which prohibitalady accessing the areas with spray
equipment. On these types of sites, FWP mustlrefvily on biological control, a treatment
method that is not always successful, and whenesgéal, slow to result in visible improvement.

Figure2. Volunteer weed pullson State Parksand other FWP sitesarea
valuable outreach and education tool. They also kill weeds!

FISCAL YEAR 2008 NOXIOUS WEED MANAGEMENT

During FY08, FWP expended nearly $335,671 for agtound weed control efforts. An
additional $263,212 was spent on weed education @utdeach, grants, and other weed
management activities. These figures may not delall personnel time and effort spent on
fieldwork, reporting, weed plan preparation, coatsaetc. As such, all expenditures reported in
this document are minimum expenditures. Parksdiimi accounting records (SABHRS) of
weed management expenditures are included in Appehd Regional breakdown of weed
expenditures can be found in Appendix K. Becausth® highly invasive nature of noxious

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks
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weeds, FWP’s annual weed control expenditures Heaen increasing and typically exceed
proposed budgets.

In addition to FWP’s direct on-the-ground contrdfiogs, the Department participated in the
following weed management related activities:

FWP completed its Statewide Integrated Noxious Wdadagement Plan in June 2008.
The plan was developed to replace and supercederReix-Year Management Plans,
bringing continuity and consistency to agency westhnagement. Regional
Implementation Plans will be developed during FYI@9/

Conceptual framework was begun for developing adwaanagement page on the Fish,
Wildlife and Parks website. This webpage will umd¢ weed management reports and
plans in Adobe PDF format in addition to links tther useful weed management
websites.

The Block Management Program pays approximatelypnfdon annually to cooperating
landowners. These payments are intended to dfiseter impacts on enrolled lands,
including impacts associated with noxious weed mnt Through the Block
Management Program, FWP potentially influences weaatrol on over eight million
acres of Montana land enrolled in the program.

Senate Bill 326, Section 26, authorized FWP toroffie to 5% in additional incentive

payments to Block Management cooperators who atgyease those payments for
specific weed management activities on lands uttdgr control. For the 2007 (FY08)

hunting season nearly all Block Management coopesal,258) chose to receive the
weed management payment. FYO08 incentive paymeridetl more than $184,448.
Much of this money is used as match funding for iNog Weed Trust Fund grants for
weed control projects in Cooperative Weed Managemeras (CWMAS) that are led by

County Weed Districts.

Fish, Wildlife and Parks staff dedication to noxoweed management has been
exemplified by their continuing membership in themana Weed Control Association.
Thirty-one agency employees, including the Dirést@ffice, took advantage of MWCA
Group Membership opportunities in 2008.

Fish, Wildlife and Parks has continued to suppogt Montana Statewide Noxious Weed
Awareness Campaign through purchase and fundinGaofipaign produced materials
such as the annual Noxious Weed Calendar.

Nearly 100,000 acres of FWP owned and managed benéfit from leased livestock
grazing. Properly managed rangelands help pratiergstablishment of noxious weeds.

Avista Corporation, FWP, Montana Department of Agiture, and others have
continued to work together to implement a managém&m and begin addressing the
infestation of Eurasian watermilfoil discoveredNioxon and Cabinet Gorge Reservoirs

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks
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in 2007. Management of this new invader will cané to require considerable planning
to prevent elimination of desirable aquatic vegetatind avoid opening up habitat for
Eurasian watermilfoil and Curly leaf pondweed torenaggressively invade.

Carolne Savage, St Lawrence Centre

Figure 3: Flowering rush is becoming a major aquatic invader of
concern in the Flathead L ake and River system.

Recreational Trailsand Off-Highway Vehicle Grant Programs

For FYO8 over $1 million in federal funds were dable through FWP for trails projects for the
creation, completion, maintenance or renovatioreofeational trails in Montana. Applicants
are required to describe the pre-project statwseafds in the exact area proposed for the project
and how monitoring and control of weeds on theguarea during and after construction. The
sponsor must describe the weed status at the psijecwhat kind of weed encroachment the
project might encourage, and what the sponsor gexpto do to stop weed encroachment. It is
not enough to refer to County or Agency weed planged control costs on a project are
legitimate trail costs and the sponsor may inclilgse as part of the grant request. Exempted
projects, such as ethics or safety education breshand portable exhibits and displays, do not
require a weed plan. The weed plan is valid fpeaod of two years for the purposes of a
Recreational Trails Program grant applicationuthsequent project proposals are identical.

Only one grant from FY08 was education focusedthadefore did not have to provide a weed
plan as part of their application, the Gallatin ANalanche Center Avalanche training.

The portion of Recreational Trail and Off-Highwayehicle grants awarded by FWP that were
used for projects that included weed control andieentory totaled $885,721 in FY08. One
Recreational Trails project sponsor specificallglinled a line item for weed management.
Ponderosa Snow Watrriors received $16,000 for fiveject titled “Snowmobile Trail Grooming
and Weeds.” This is the amount included in AppeAdiFY08 Weed Management Summary.

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks
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Off-Highway Vehicle Grant funds totaling $151,60@mn available through FWP for FY08.
Historically, most of the grants have included fungdfor weed education and management.

Those projects that specifically addressed weedagement are included in Table 1.

Table 1. FY08 OHV Program Grants that specifically incorporated weed management

methods.
Grant
Proj ect Sponsor Project Description Amount
USFS — Bitterroot National Forest Track the Tread 89
USFS - Dillon Ranger District Motorized Trail Ramg&ogram $990
USFS - Judith Ranger District nghwoooll?(l;/lp%t:rntaln Trail $990
USFS — Gallatin National Forest Gallatm_NF OHV Backcountry $1,600
Trail Ranger Program
USFS — Wisdom/Wise River Ranger g oy Trail Ranger $1,180
Districts
USFS — Madison Ranger District Madison District $66
BLM — Butte Field Office Trail Ranger $1,180
Montana Trail Riders Association Trail Trash Recovery 3 $400
Recycling Project
MEWP and MTVRA On The Rl_ght Trail Ethics $1.500
Education Program
Total Grants $9,398

spread of noxious weeds.

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks

LA i S

Figure4. Responsible ATV and OHV useiscritical for preventing the
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Sikes Act Projects

The Sikes Act of 1974 (Public Law 92-452) is fediéegislation that allows for memoranda of
understanding between state fish and wildlife agsnand federal natural resource agencies to
develop a funding source and partner in projeatshfe restoration and enhancement of fish and
wildlife habitat on public lands. In 1993, FWP d&ped agreements with the U.S. Forest
Service and U.S. Bureau of Land Management to sluste, on a 50:50 basis, for habitat
restoration and improvements on public lands. ©casion, projects are funded that have a
strong weed control component, which in turn img®vish and wildlife habitat. FWP FY08
Sikes Act funding totaling $17,000 targeted weedgte Custer National Forest (Table 2) and
was matched with $77,000 in federal funds.

Table2: FWP SikesAct dollars spent on noxious weed control projectsin FY08.

FWP Sikes
Project L ocation Project Act
Funding
Absaroka Beartooth Wilderness $
Custer & Gallatin National Forest Weed Control 10,000.00
Ekalaka Hills and Long Pines
Custer National Forest Weed Control (Sioux Division)] $ 7,000.00
Total FWP Funding $ 17,000.00

FAS Internship

In 2004, the Montana Department of Agriculture (MDAnitiated evaluation of weed
infestations on a number of Fishing Access Sitas Strate Parks. To follow up on this effort,
FWP and MDA have since teamed up annually to fumdngern to continue the evaluations.
The purpose of this endeavor has been to objegtersdluate the effectiveness of noxious weed
control activities at these high public-use sited aoncurrently document the current level of
weed infestation on and adjacent to the sites.

Each summer an intern has been hired and trainesugh MDA. The intern works
cooperatively with FWP regional staff to identifydalocate Fishing Access Sites and State Parks
for evaluation. The standardized methodology amen$ provided through MDA’'s weed
professionals provide simple and accurate evalnaifowveed infestations at FWP sites visited.
This valuable joint venture will continue in 2008thvthe intent to carry on evaluations until
trends and management recommendations can be detdrm

Statewide I ntegrated Noxious Weed M anagement Plan

Since mandated in 1995 by Section 7-22-2151 ofMibatana County Weed Control Act, Six-
Year Weed Management Plans have been completedFW8P properties in all seven
administrative regions. As an alternative to theem administrative regions producing individual
plans every six years, FWP Helena and regional stafked together to produce one Statewide
Noxious Weed Management Plan, which was completddme 2008.

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks
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Fish, Wildlife and Parks land managers will be ableise this document to prioritize and direct
their on-the-ground weed management. The Plan prdlvide the conceptual framework and
clear, detailed recommendations for preventingoductions, reducing existing infestations,
maintaining low noxious weed soil-seed bank levedducing susceptibility of Parks, FASs, and
WMAs to weed establishment, and managing weed dpogathose properties. It will also
strengthen the existing goals and objectives of H#¥ld managers regarding their weed control
efforts. The document will provide guidance anceclion to FWP field staff while maintaining
flexibility for local priorities and actions. Isinot intended to be site specific. County Weed
Agreements and Operations and Maintenance Plansrpoi@te site-specific management.
However, the Statewide Plan will coordinate ancedirstatewide management and ensure that
priorities and goals are met down to the regionmad site-specific levels. This document is
available to the public and other agencies upounesi

Noxious Weed Management Advisory Committee

With completion of the Statewide Integrated Noxiol&ked Management Plan, the FWP
Noxious Weed Management Advisory Committee will indgoking at new weed management
issues including tracking trends in weed densitiesFWP properties and the effectiveness of
contracted and in-house herbicide application. Theent Charter for this committee is

provided in Appendix L.

MONTANA FISH, WILDLIFE AND PARKS

Statewide Integrat_é‘d "
Noxious Weed,

Sl A

Figure 5. Fish, Wildlife and Parks completed its first
comprehensive statewide weed management plan in June
2008.

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks
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Coordinator Update

Fish, Wildlife and Parks statewide weed managenseotdinator has continued to facilitate
guality-working relationships with other organizats and agencies. In addition to attending the
MWCA 2008 Conference, the coordinator organizedilassquent half-day discussion on FWP
weed management and the department’s statewide plost FWP staff that attended the
annual conference also attended this discussiaP Eoordinator participation on the MWCA
Board of Directors has continued with attendanceheftwo annual meetings plus the Spring
Board Retreat. MWCA Spring and Fall Coordinatoaifings were also attended. The FWP
coordinator has maintained an active role on thechtve Board of the Statewide Noxious
Weed Awareness and Education Campaign. In addttiothese annual responsibilities the
coordinator attends the Governor’'s Noxious Weed i8itrAdvisory Council and participated in
discussions regarding newly proposed all-encompgssvasive species legislation for the State
of Montana. Parks Division personnel across tlatesas well as headquarters staff and the
statewide weed coordinator assisted the Legislaiw@it Division with gathering information
for the Fishing Access Site and State Parks Weedajflament Program Audit. Results of that
audit will be available in FY09 and included in sefuent reports.

Targeted Grazing Update

Fish, Wildlife and Parks continues to recognize uke of domestic livestock as a valuable tool
for managing noxious weed. As such, FWP utilizemestic livestock where appropriate on
property owned and managed by the agency.

Due to the increasing popularity of this weed mamagnt tool, FWP has begun developing and
promoting guidelines for proper use of targetedzigpga and avoiding wildlife conflicts. Due to
overwhelming evidence of disease transmission fiomestic sheep and goats to bighorn sheep
and subsequent mass die-off of the later, FWP hascplar interest in, and concerns about,
grazing domestic sheep and goats in the vicinitpighorn sheep. The FWP Bighorn Sheep
Management Guidelines detail these concerns aldthgrecommended management actions.

Additionally, FWP is concerned about the increassd of domestic sheep and goats in areas
that are known to be occupied by “top tier” predatsuch as mountain lion, grizzly bear, black

bear, and wolves. The potential exists for int@dg an unnatural and easy to acquire food
source into the environment, which would resultlethal removal of numerous depredating

predators.

Essentially, widespread use of domestic livestook weed management under the wrong
conditions can result in negative impacts to wiilrather than benefiting wildlife under the
guise of habitat improvement. Fish, Wildlife andrl&s hopes to facilitate publication of “best
management practices” that encourages the propesfuargeted grazing for weed management
that benefits the range and wildlife resourcesefdtate to the fullest extent possible.

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks
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CONCLUSION

FWP owns and manages less than one-half of onemteot all lands in Montana, yet spends
over half of a million dollars annually, not incind staff time, for weed management on FWP-
owned and managed land. In addition to nearly $88¥ spent directly on FWP department
weed management activities in FY08, a total of lyefour million in sportsmen’s dollars is
provided annually to private landowners throughBhleck Management Program for use in farm
and ranch operations, which may include weed manageactivities. In FY08, FWP paid an
additional $184,448 in Block Management Weed IngenPayments to cooperators for private
land weed control. In addition to FWP funding sms; nearly one million dollars in federal
trails project grant funding were available throddVP in FY08. Federal trails projects require
weed management plans to be in place and frequiertdiyde a weed control component. The
Sikes Act resulted in $16,000 in FWP funds beingcmed with $77,000 in federal funds for
habitat improvements and weed management on feldeds in Montana.

The dedication of Fish, Wildlife and Parks to cohind manage noxious weeds in Montana is
evident in its integrated management and continstito the cause. Thousands of biological
control insect collections and releases have tgtace on FWP lands, which benefit adjacent
landowners as well. However, it is the individa#ibrts of Department personnel that truly have
the “on-the-ground” impact. The experience andwedge of these individuals must be
maintained within the ranks so that ground gaiseabi lost as veteran land-managers hand over
responsibility to up-and-coming managers. Experttoordination, and budgets must all come
together to continue the Department’s noxious waadagement success.

Figure 6. Effectiveaquatic and terrestrial weed management on FWP properties, such
ason Freezeout Wildlife Management Area, iscritical for preserving quality wildlife
habitat.

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks
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REGION FIVE PARKS, FISHING ACCESS SITES, &
WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT AREAS
FYO8 WEED CONTROL REPORT

Cleve Schuster (R5 Parks Maintenance Supervisor)
October 14, 2008

General Activities

Region 5 continues to refine and expand our Integr&Veed Management program and to
work closely with local counties, other agencies; neighbors, and private business. | met
with each of the County weed coordinators to getezu Weed agreements sign, as well as
to discuss future plans for effected sites. As gy or may not know Jim Larson stepped
down as the Stillwater County Weed coordinator aimal Ellis has taken over that position
and moved his office back to the county road maemee yard.

| also met with the local applicators and conwegtto discuss rising costs due to fuel and
labor; most of the County Weed Coordinators felittthere was little need to increase
spending in the sites with few exceptions. Theseptions were due to fires and wet spring
conditions that have caused an increase in weegltlgrd consider the fact that increases are
being kept to a minimum as a sign that we areistatb get control of the Noxious weed
problem.

| have also met with several contractors and cbaimepresentatives to discuss the use of
some new products in FAS’s particularly Cheatgragsiow this is not a target weed,
however in several sites it poses a tremendoushéizard and trying to be proactive | am
getting costs and expected results in place

Region 5 is still participating in The Beartooth ¥de Management Area. This weed
management area encompasses portions of the fotlowounties: Park, Sweetgrass,
Stillwater, and Carbon. It is a cooperative agreetnto share information, communicate
innovative ideas, and better coordinate effortgrant was received last year to address the
knapweed problem starting at the Stillwater mind downstream 7 miles, as part of the
North American Weed Management Association Conwventve toured the area to look at
the results the job performed looked good and #reyin the process of extending the project
as funds become available. We also participate doperative projects in Wheatland,
Stillwater, Yellowstone, Carbon and Big Horn CoestiWe have contributed to the grant
program in Carbon Co. 1,000.00 for administrateees.

The annual Weed tour usually done in Stillwater @gwlid not happen this year, however as
part of the NAWMA convention we toured the areamalty seen and the results are
impressive again it is a multi targeted programthie area using sheep, bio control and
chemical spraying to control spurge. The Sweet £¥sed Coordinator did put on a weed
float down the upper Yellowstone however it wasst ininute affair and we were unable to
attend, the information gather looks very promisasgvery few Salt Cedar plants we located.
These locations were mapped and will be monitored.



Region 5 State Park weed control costs during t@82season were $12,605.01 with

$1,095.12 going to sterilization of new campsited playground area at Cooney State Park,
$500.00 to cost share of a Grant to Carbon Coumty$d21.26 for chemical for treatment of

the trail around Lake Elmo. Region 5 FAS weed adntosts during the 2008 season were
$15,365.04 with $949.80 going to administratioajrting and cost share of grants. Region 5
Wildlife Management Area weed control costs durthg 2008 season were $3000.00.
Milestone was used for the first time at the Bigkéasite and will be monitored to check

effectiveness.

Region 5 has begun to track time spent on mecharacdrol (mowing) and 80 man-hours
were spent mowing throughout the region. Due toateespring and strange growing season
this year the mechanical was not as productive #se past.

Several different Counties (Sweet Grass, CarbonYatidwstone) are still requested that we
install signage, making visitors aware of Salt Getad how to report any sightings, with our
new weed plan addressing this issue we need to cartien signing policy to reflex the
change and give guidance on placement and sizes.

Big Horn County

The amount of Salt Ceder in the FAS’s along thehBig is on the increase and will pose a
serious problem in the future we have severalredsaise sites in the Grant Marsh FAS and |
am working closely with the Bighorn County Weed @boator to establish a plan to deal

with it. Arapooish FAS has a serious problem wRbssian olive trees crowding out the

pond for use by fishermen a plan is being develdpdtin and prune these trees to open up
the access the main problem is the bio-mass asdligposal, it is hard to chip when green
and hard to deal with when it dries, hauling it muan option but time consuming.

Grant Marsh FAS/WMA
Chemicals: Tordon, Amine 2-4D, and AD-90

Arapooish FAS, Big Horn FAS, Grant Marsh FAS, Malla Landing FAS, Two Leqgqins
FAS
Chemicals: AD-90, Amine 2-4D, and Tordon 24

Chief Plenty Coups State Park

Cleve Schuster met with Ken Bechen to discuss wabtke park and inventory weeds there.
Also discussed was the treatment of the bindwe®&dthat the lawn around the picnic area is
being irrigated. Haying fees received offset sord® costs for treatment of weeds.

Chemical agents utilized included Triplet, Esc&gnfront, Redeem, Cimarron, Glystar,
fertilizer and R11 in spring and fall sprayings.ppications were made around the Chief's
house, the museum, the gravesite, the Park Marsalgew'se, and roadways.



Carbon County

Cleve Schuster met with Carbon County Weed Distticbrdinator Brian Ostwald. Items
that were discussed at this was the use if ligartilizer in conjunction with herbicides to
promote more chemical intake into the target plants

FWP provided $1,095.12 in funding to Carbon Coutdysterilize the campsites and
playground area at the park

Silver Run WMA
Integrated Ag Services was contracted to do noxieessd control.
Chemicals: 2-4D Amine, Wilbur Ellis and Sytac.

Bull Springs FAS
Chemicals: 2-4D Amine, Tordon 22K, Transline, &wufactant

Horsethief Station FAS
Sprayed for Spotted knapweed, hounds tongue Yzteeated. Chemicals: 2-4D Amine,
Tordon 22K, Transline, and Surfactant

Water Birch FAS
Sprayed for Spotted knapweed, hounds tongue Yzteeated. Chemicals: 2-4D Amine,
Tordon 22K, Transline, and Surfactant

Beaver Lodge FAS
Sprayed for spotted knapweed, white top Canaddldhspot treated area with 18 gal of
product % of an acre treated.

Stillwater County

We continue to use sheep grazing on the Rosebedite the sheep seem to be the best
method in this site for controlling leafy spurge.

The Stillwater Weed District is still contractingtiv American Enterprise INC for its weed
control work, and | am working closely with A.Eth ensure our needs are being met. | have
toured all the sites A.E.l. performs work in botefdre they are treated and after for
monitoring purposes. After inspecting the FiremaR@int site an additional 500.00 was
added to the county contract for control of legbyrge in the area at the back of the site, a
neighbor has made us aware of the patch an haedfte monitor the infested area. This
area is only accessible from the Hearts & Diamaudslivision.

Big Lake WMA

Integrated Ag Services was contracted to do noxiaeed control. A fall chemical
application targeted Canada thistle. The GPS inétion on this site was lost an has yet to
be recovered

Chemicals Spring Application: 2-4D Amine, Escantd Weedmaster

Chemicals Fall Application: 2-4D Amine, Tordon,r@il, and Syltac




Absaroka FAS
Chemicals: Five Star Pro, Cimarron, and Surfactant

Buffalo Jump FAS
Chemicals: Five Star Pro, Cimarron, and Surfactant

Castle Rock FAS
Houndstongue, Burdock, Bindweed, and Thistle wpraysed.
Chemicals: Five Star Pro, Tordon, Cimarron, andastant

Cliff Swallow FAS
A new product called journey is being tried at thig for fuels reduction mainly cheat grass
Chemicals: Five Star Pro, Tordon, Cimarron, andagtant

Fireman’s Point FAS

The neighbor at this site and | toured the areacalthe ridge and hillside behind the
developed area. Milkweed, Houndstongue, and Spdiempweed are present. Okle has
agreed to treat and monitor this area as parteofvted management program for the Hearts
& Diamonds sub-division. The county has agreedufipy/ the chemicals required.
Chemicals: Vista, Cimarron, and Surfactant

Indian Fort FAS
Chemicals: Vista, Cimarron, and Surfactant

Moraine FAS

This access had very few noxious weeds. RoundupM@soused on Bindweed growing in
the middle of the road. This is one of the sitest thas cheat grass and has in the past
required additional mowing to control it for firegqvention a new product call Journey will
be use as a test plot approximately 30 acres witrdated this next year at a cost of &25.00
per acre this cost includes labor.

Chemical utilized included LV6 and Escort

Rosebud Isle FAS
35 ewes & 55 lambs were grazed on this site frora7711. Houndstongue and Thistle were
sprayed. Chemicals: Five Star Pro, Cimarron,Sundactant

Swinging Bridge FAS
Chemicals: Vista, Cimarron, and Surfactant

Whitebird FAS
Spotted Knapweed, Hounds Tongue, Leafy SpurgeBandock were sprayed.
Chemicals: Five Star Pro, Cimarron, and Surfactant




Sweetgrass County

In cooperation with Sweetgrass County, Region Ssped a Yellowstone River Noxious
Weed Education Float. The weed district has puegthasie of the cleaning units for vehicles
presented at the last Weed Conference and the weedlinator has agreed to provide
training on this equipment to all interested pattist the NAWMA conference this unit was
demonstrated it works well for cleaning fire equenh but with our current manning it
would not work for boat cleaning as it would haséde manned by a qualified person.

The weed district plans additional fall applicasat Grey Bear, Boulder Forks, and Pelican.

Big Rock FAS
Chemicals: 24D Amine, Tordon 22K, and Syltac

Joan Hansen grazed sheep on this site for Leafsg8pu
Apthona nigriscutis (Black Spotted Flea Beetle) is well establishedhenLeafy Spurge.

Pelican FAS

Kevin Halverson grazed sheep on this site for L&gyrge.
Apthona nigriscutis is well established on Leafy Spurge.
Chemicals: 24D Amine, Tordon 22k, Telar, and Sy8ac

Bratten FAS

Kevin Halverson grazed sheep for leafy spurge shies works well for grazing. An intern
worked this doing and reported that the site wasggyaoed shape with no major weed
infestations.

Chemicals 1qt 24D Amine and 1 gt Tordon

Boulder Forks FAS
Chemicals: 24D Amine, Tordon 22k and Syltac

Grey Bear FAS
Chemical agents included Tordon and Syltac 8

Prairie Dog Town
Chemicals: 24D Amine, Tordon 22k, Telar, and Sylké

Otter Creek
Weeds were mowed along the roads as mechanicabtohe site was revamped this year
and will be closely monitored for weeds.

Wheatland County

Haymaker WMA
Continued monitoring of this area has identifiednoaious weed infestation.




Deadman's Basin
Arsonal and surfactant are being used to contelTdimarisk infestation around the lake. A
one-quart rate of Tordon was applied to scatteputt&d Knapweed plants. This site will be
monitored for knapweed and is a likely site forlbgical control next year when the insects
become available.

Selkirk FAS
Mechanical treatment consisted of 5 acres of mowlngg roads and developed areas.
Tordon was applied to scattered Spotted Knapwestusl

Yellowstone County

Broadview Pond FAS

Yellowstone County Weed District providing chemicahtrol.

Milkweed was sprayed.

Chemicals: Tordon 22K (240z) Hardball (160z) an805(50z) 4 gallons of product were
sprayed over 0.2 acres from the entrance and dlengoad into pond. A small amount of
salt ceder has been discovered at this site andravevorking with the Yellowstone weed
coordinator for early treatment and control a neighbor has also been notified by the
county.

Buffalo Mirage FAS

Aphthona nigriscutis and Aphthona czwalinae/lacertosa are well established on this site.
Leafy Spurge, Spotted Knapweed, and Salt cedar syeeged.

Chemicals: Hardball (240z) 20gal sprayed overrg ac

Captain Clark FAS
Canada Thistle, Milkweed, and Poison Hemlock werayed.
Chemicals: Tordon, and Opti Amine

Duck Creek Bridge FAS

Released\phthona nigriscutis are doing well.

Sprayed for Canada Thistle, Milkweed and Field Biadd.

Chemicals: Tordon22K (240z), Hardball (160z) anfl0§50z) spot sprayed entire site using
20 gallons and covering 1 acre

Spot spraying

Spotted Knapweed, Leafy Spurge, Mullein, Canadatléhand Houndstongue were sprayed.
10 gallons over 0.5 acres

Chemicals: Tordon 22K, (240z) and Hardball(160z)

East Bridge FAS
Milkweed, Spotted Knapweed, and Leafy Spurge werayzd.
Chemicals: Tordon, and Opti Amine




Gritty Stone FAS

Leafy Spurge, Spotted Knapweed, Mullein, Canadatléhi Milkweed, and Scotch Thistle
were sprayed.

Chemicals: Tordon, and Opti Amine

Manuel Lisa FAS
Leafy Spurge, Milkweed, Canada Thistle, and Fieltd®eed were sprayed.
Chemical: Tordon, and Opti Amine

Voyagers Rest FAS
Canada Thistle, Leafy Spurge, and Milkweed weraysmt.
Chemicals: Tordon, and Opti Amine

Lake EImo State Park

American Enterprises, INC. used Confront, Triplatcep, Round-UP Pro, R11 Surfactant,
Vista, Escort, and Telar. Priority areas werettike boxes, the pavilion, and the entrance.
An old trail was removed and a new trail is beimmgstructed the disturbed areas will be
closely monitored for weeds. Yellowstone Countyéd@district was notified that several

small Tamarisk plants was found in the Park.

Yellowstone County sprayed the trail area aroureddke.
Chemicals: Tordon, and Opti Amine

Pictograph Cave State Park

Yellowstone County sprayed the road right-of-waeeds sprayed were Field Bindweed
and Canada thistle.

Chemicals: Tordon, and Opti Amine
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FY08 PARKSDIVISION
WEED MANAGEMENT REPORTSVERSUS SABRS DATA

Weed reports provided by regional staff likely dii mclude all salaries/benefits paid
to FWP staff for weed control. Regional reporbaisight not include capital
expenses.

SABRS lumps many personal services and travel esqsennder one org number for
region-wide weed control making it difficult to the expenditures to each state
park. This allows flexibility in using budgetednids at the region level but makes
accounting difficult.

SABRS includes capital expenditures by region, Winakes it difficult to assess
expenditures to specific state parks. This allebility in using budgeted funds at
the region level but makes accounting difficult.

Providing year-end SABRS reports to each regiohbelphased in when requests for
weed report information goes out to regional stdfhis will allow staff to be more
consistent on where region-wide weed funds and evbapital funds were expended.

Inclusion of personal service costs (salary andfis), travel costs, etc. will also be
phased in where possible to more closely balareanhual weed managemenet
reports and SABRS report.
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Montana Weed Laws and Regulations
(Summarized from 2006 Montana Weed Management Plan)

The first noxious weed legislation in Montana wasged in 1939. Since that time, additional
laws and rules have been enacted to strengthenmwaedgement efforts. The eight laws
currently affecting weed management in Montanasaremarized below and described in
detail in Appendix F.

The Montana State Noxious Weed list is updateceasled and is determined by Rule of the
Montana Department of Agriculture (MDA) under theysions of the Montana County
Weed Control Act. Changes or additions are baseatlwite and recommendations from the
Montana Noxious Weed List Advisory Committee. Than@nittee reviews requests for
additions to the list received by the MDA, usingaédished criteria, and makes
recommendations to the Director of the MDA. Weeddeaaleral and regional weed lists are
reviewed for inclusion on the Montana state lisgdzhon their potential to invade and spread
within the state.

Montana Department of Agriculture (MDA) administaraumber of laws relating to weed
management in the state.

Section 7-22-2151 of the Montana County Weed Control Act requires that any state
agency controlling land within a district enterarg written agreement with the board. The
agreement must specify mutual responsibilitiegrftegrated noxious weed management on
state-owned or state-controlled. The plan musuhel a 6-year integrated weed
management plan, to be updated biennially; a nexweeeds goals statement; and a specific
plan of operations for each biennium, includinguddpet. Each agency is required to submit a
biennial performance report to the Montana Depantroé Agriculture. These provisions
were enacted by the 1995 Montana Legislature, aDé €M currently working with agencies
and counties to facilitate implementation. Staterages with weed management
responsibilities are: Department of Fish, Wildified Parks; Department of Natural
Resources and Conservation; Department of Traredpmrt Department of Corrections;
Department of Public Health & Human Services; dredWniversity System.

The Montana Weed Control Act (Title80, Chapter 7 Part 7) provides for technical
assistance, funding of noxious plant managememgranos, and embargoes. Section 80-7-
712 MCA allows the Montana Department of Agricutto obtain federal funds and
disburse funds to local governments authorizestwlact noxious plant management
programs. In addition, Section 80-7-720 MCA progidier the following regarding
biological agents for weed control: (1) the depa&rirof agriculture is authorized to expend
funds for the collection and distribution of biologl agents to control leafy spurge and
spotted knapweed. The project will reduce energnysomption by reducing the need for
repeated chemical application. (2) The departmenatural resources and conservation is
authorized to administratively transfer funds te tlepartment of agriculture for the project
described in subsection (1).



The Montana Noxious Weed Seed-Free Forage Act establishes a state noxious weed seed
free forage and mulch certification program usedhiojviduals, agencies, and private
corporations on public and private lands. The Moatarogram supports and complements
the regional North American Weed Management AssiotigNAWMA) Noxious Weed
Seed-Free Forage Certification Program. This pragseovides forage products that are free
of regionally-designated noxious weeds seeds orrgagous portions of plants and any
propagating parts of plants that are capable adymimg new plants.

The Montana Agricultural Seed Act lists prohibited and restricted seed levels thastrhe
maintained in state certified seed. All state nagieveeds are included in this list.

The Montana Commer cial Feed Act prohibits noxious weeds in commercial feed.

The Montana Nursery Law allows for inspection, certification, and embard@ib nursery
stock for listed pests, including weeds.

The Montana Environmental Policy Act must be addressed by all MDA actions that have
potential environmental or socioeconomic impacts.

The Montana Noxious Weed Trust Fund Act is a grant-funding program designed to
encourage local cooperative weed management prgg@aeative research in weed control,
including the development of biological control mads, and educational programs. The
MDA is responsible for weed supervisor trainingsiards and listing of statewide noxious
weeds by rule under the Montana County Weed CoAtrtblRevenue for the current grants
program comes from interest from the $4.76 millioost and from the vehicle weed fee of
$1.50 per vehicle. Annual revenue from these twocEs varies with current interest rates
and averages between $1.2 and $1.7 million. Int@ddio the interest, the Noxious Weed
Trust Fund (NWTF) receives $101,337 annually frova Montana General Fund (these
funds were redirected in 2003 from FWP general fionithe Department of Agriculture
general fund), and in 2004, a grant of $100,00thftbe Natural Resource Conservation
Service. Since 2001, $830,000 annually has beends to the NWTF from USDA
Cooperative Forestry Assistance to manage weestatfens on Private, tribal and non-
federal public lands having at least 10% tree cover
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FWP NOXIOUSWEED MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Statement of Need:

Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks (FWP) owns, leasesnanages over 500 sites across the
state and is responsible for noxious weed manageoreapproximately 400,000 acres of
land. Managed sites include 50 state parks, 32@infy access sites, 109 wildlife
management areas, and more than 40 administratidge fish hatcheries, etc.

By its nature, noxious weed management impactsda spectrum of public resources and
recreational interests. Weed management is intlgrprogrammatic and touches virtually

every aspect of the agency in some respect. Mamageactions and decisions must
recognize the potential for controversy and invadvbroad spectrum of agency and public
interests.

TheMission:

The mission of the Noxious Weed Management (NWMyisdry Committee is to provide
interdisciplinary coordination and review for nougweed management on Department
owned and managed lands.

Team Goals;

1) Help ensure that FWP noxious weed managemeonigatible with both the overall
mission of FWP and the Montana Weed Management Plan

2) Provide balance and consistency in the noxiocesdamanagement program by
addressing the need for integrated managementsabiesion and Administrative
Region boundaries.

3) Be proactive in resolving controversy associatétd Department noxious weed
management.

4) Ensure that appropriate interest groups aret@fidy involved in the FWP noxious
weed management decision process.

Team Resour ces:

Field Services will coordinate and provide supgortNWM Advisory Committee meetings
and locations, and support development of the Bidéeintegrated Noxious Weed
Management Plan (the Team’s initial task). Teamrmivers are responsible for providing
fiscal support for meeting attendance, includiry&t and lodging when necessary, and
individual effort for tasks associated with complgtTeam goals.

Team Authority and Duration:
The Team is both advisory and decision making tanea Due to the multi-disciplinary

composition of the Team, the Team Leader seeksatotain integrated management action
across disciplines.



The Team is chartered for Fiscal Years 2009 an@® 20&nsure specific task completion.
The need for the Team will be reviewed upon connphedf the specific delineated tasks and
may be continued with existing or new members asigaments in FY 20009.

Team Oversight:

The Chief of Staff and Chief of Operations shalyeeas Team Sponsors. The Sponsors will
act as a resource, providing policy input to tharmis work. The Sponsors will also provide
a quick method of resolving problems or obtainidgitional support.

The Field Services Division Administrator is respitie for oversight of the Team and its
work. He is not a team member, but will functiantiae “Coach” for the group and will be
responsible for the team’s success. The Coaclseille as the interface between the Team
and Sponsors to resolve problems and facilitatetisols.

Team Member ship and Roles:

In recognition of the Team’s programmatic emphasismbership will be broad-spectrum in
nature. All programs and various specific discipsi will be represented.

The Team will be composed of Helena HeadquarteddRagion based representatives from
Communication and Education, Enforcement, Field/i8es, Fisheries, Legal Unit, Parks,
and Wildlife. Each Division and Region will be repented by at least, but not limited to,
one member. Additional membership from stakehaliewelcome and will be periodically
solicited.

The Landowner/Wildlife Resource Specialist will\seas Statewide Weed Management
Coordinator and the Team Leader. The Team Leatldoewesponsible for calling
meetings, facilitating Team discussions, trackiegm tasks and accomplishments, and will
also be responsible for coordination and liaisoti\affected work units as necessary.

Refer to the attached list for names and positafrcairrent team members.

Team Operating Procedures:

The Team will meet as necessary to accomplishrasditasks. The Team may establish
sub-committees or individual staff assignments withe scope of their authority and
resources.

The Team will make decisions by consensus whenilgesdf the committee cannot reach

agreement, alternative points of view will be defirfor resolution or decisions by higher
authorities.



Specific Assignments and Expected Products:

The Noxious Weed Management Advisory Committeegeeted to:

1. Coordinate and facilitate implementation of th&/P Statewide Integrated Noxious
Weed Management Plan;”

2. Act as Regional and Division representativesnduannual review of the “Plan;”

3. Review the “Montana Weed Management Plan” anerdene how well FWP is
doing statewide to fulfill the stated goals andeatiyes (This will be critical for
identifying issues that need to be addressed iF#eE Plan); and

4. Improve consistency in reporting forms and cgwagreements.

5. Monitor agency weed management success anddeeilmprovements in areas
identified as needing improvement.

Tasks with an end product will be completed imaely manner. Annual review of the
Statewide Integrated Noxious Weed Management Rldraeation items contained therein
will be completed by June 30, annually.

Noxious Weed Management Advisory Committee Members (As of 12/01/08):

Member Representing — Position/Title

Paul Sihler FWP Field Services — Administrator §Clo)

Joe Weigand FWP Field Services — Landowner/WildRés. Spec. (Team Leader)
Steve Knapp FWP Wildlife — Habitat Bureau Chief

Allan Kuser FWP Parks — Fishing Access Site Coattir

Dianne Tipton FWP Communication and EducationeState Information Officer
John Grant FWP Region 1 Wildlife — Wildlife Areaadager

Mike Hathaway FWP Region 2 Parks — Parks Specialist

Dave Dziak FWP Region 2 Wildlife — Wildlife Areaaviager

Fred King FWP Region 3 Wildlife — Wildlife Area Mager

Matt Marcinek
Cleve Schuster
B.J. Kemp
Dwayne Andrews
Celestine Duncan
Dave Burch
Scott Bockness
Jim Freeman

FWP Region 4 Parks — Park Manager
FWP Region 5 Parks — Park Mainten8aogpervisor
FWP Region 6 Department Administratidbenservation Specialist
FWP Region 7 Comm. Ed. — Regiorfal llnd Ed. Program Manager
Weed Management Services — Cansult
Montana Department of Agriculture t&¥eed Coordinator
Montana Weed Control Associatioast-President
County Weed District Representati@ascade County (Retired)



